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ELECTION COMMISSION, INDIA 
NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 25th May 1957 

S.R.O. 1913,—In pursuance (jtf t^ie provisions of suh-scction (1) of section 86 
•of the Representation of the People Act, 1951, the Election Commission hereby 
ipublishes a copy of the Election Petition No. 370 of 1957, presented to the Com- 
iinission on the 29th April, 1957, under section 81 of the said Act, by Shri Fateh 
,•3108)1 son of Shri Narain Sin^hji, resident of Sanganeri Gate, Shankotra House 
Subzimandi, .Tatpui City, calling in question the election to the House of the People 
from the Dausa Parliamentary constituency of that House 6f Shri Gajadhar 
,-Somani son of Shri Ilazari Mai Somani, resident of Shriniwas House, Waudby 
JSoad, Bombay No. 1. 

Presfentdd to me by Shri Fateh Singh whose signature has been obtained in the 
Jnargin and attested as having beeri signed before me this the twentyninth day of 
Apru One Thousand 'Nine Humored and Fifty Seven. 

(Sd.) Din Dayal, 
Under Secretary, 
Election Commission, India. 


(Sd.) Fateh Singh, 

Attested. 

>(Sd.) Din Dayal, 

Under Secretary. 

THE ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA. NEW DELHI 
Election F*etitk>n tHo. 370 ot- 1957 

Election Petition in fhfe matter of election to the Dkusa House of the People 

Constituency 

Shri Fateh Singh s/o Shri Narain Singhji, resident of Sanganeri Gate. 
Shankotra House, Subzimandi, Jaipur City—Pefitioaer. 


Versus 

■Shri Gajadhar Somani son of Shri Hazari Mai Somani, resident of Shri¬ 
niwas House, Waudby Road, Bombay No. 1— Respemdent. 
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The humble petition of the above named petitioner. 

Most Respectfully Sheweth: 

1. That the petitioner wa.s the nominated ^can^idate ht the election .detaHedl 
above and is entitled to present this petition., 

2. That the counting of votes took place on 14th and 15th March, 1957 with the- 
following result;-— 


(i) Shri Gajadhar Somani 

(ii) Dr. Nand Lai Sharma 
(hi) Shri Fateh Singh .. 
(iv) Shri Th. Guman Singh 


54817 
41480 
, 33100 
10423 


3. That the respondent was declared elected on 15th March, 1967 having secured 
the majority of votes. 


4. That the respondent asserts that the election of respondent is void and is 
liable to be set aside on the following grounds: — 

(i) That the respondent himself and through his agents cbmfnitfSd the cor¬ 
rupt practice of bribery m the form of; 

(a) That one Shri Lallu Lai Qanungo who had filed his nomination paper, 

had withdrawn after the scrutiny of nomination p^ers as he waa- 
paid Rs, 5000/- by respondent through Bansidhar Rambilas, Com¬ 
mission Agents, Ramganj Bazar, Jaipur. 

(b) that a large number of electors were paid Re 1/- each by, the agents 

of Respondent with th^ object Of securing' votes for respondent. 

j(p) that sV^ccts at every 'polling station were distributed to the electorr 
to secure their votes. 

The detailed particulars and instances are set out in Schedule !.■ 

5. That the said respondent himself and through his agents undilflj^ influencer 
the electors in the form of: 

(i) that in the mosque.s meetings of the Muslims were held and the Mullas 
gave a ‘FATVA’ that the Muslims should vote for Shri Somani who 
was a congress candidate. In case Muslims did not vote for the said 
cohgr.ess candidate they will be annhjlated and they will be sent to 
Pakistan and will be subjected to the tvtath of ALL'AJIA. .The' 
Muslim Electors out bf fear did not exercise the electoral right 
freely and were thus unduly influenced to vote for the respondent. 
The aforesa.d ‘Fatva’ was widely propagated throughout the consti¬ 
tuency particularly amongst the Muslim voters. Particulars of the 
places where the meetings were held and other details are set out In 
Schedule II. 

6. That the said respondent and his agents procured vehicles for the con¬ 

veyance of electors to the Polling stations and back to their places. The details 
of polling stations to which the electors were so carried out on conveyance and 
other particulars arc set out in detail in Schedule III. , 

7. That the said respondent far exceeded the prescribed maximum limit of 
election expenses. 

8. That the return of election expenses lodged by tfre said respondent is false- 
in material particulars, and it has beep so done with the corrupt motive. 

The details of excess expenses over the maximum and the material particulars 
which are omitted from the return of expenses are set out in detail in Schedule 

IV. 

9. That the -said respondent, his agents and many Others furtheo* propagate the 
false statement that the petitioner had withdrawn from the contest for the Dausa 
Hou.se of the People Constituency and was only contesting the election for .lamwa 
Ramgarh Rajasthan Assembly Constituency. The said false statement was pub¬ 
lished and was reasonably calculated to prejudice the prospects of election of 
your petitioner and such publication actually resulted in a large number of voters 
being misled and uot voting for the petitioner fqf the said election. -The details 
are set out fa Schedule V. 

10. That one Shri Srinarayan had also submitted his nomination paper but his 
aomination paper was rejected by the Returning- Offl'cer, on the- ground that. 
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agaipst col. Ko, 2 the Parliamentary Constituency in which ^the proposer was 
enrolled was not mentioned and therefore, the Returning Officer thought that he 
could not satisfy himself about the requirements of sub section 4 of section 33 of 
the R^rEsentation of the People Act, 1951. 

11. The petitioner asserts that 'the nomination paper of Sri Shrinarayan was 
Improperly rejected on the following grounds: — 

,(a) That imder the law it was not necessary to mention the name of the 
constituency where the proposer is a voter. 

•Cb!) That there was sufficient indications that the serial number of Shrl 
Srlnarayan referred to the electoral roll of Dausa Parliamentary 
Constituency for which the Nomination paper was submitted, 

i(c') That under sub-section 4 of the section 33; of the said act while examl- 
ing the Nomination paper on presentation it was incumbent on the 
returning officer to have satisfied himself that the names and electoral 
roll nurnb^rg of the proposer entered, in the nomination paper are the 
■same as th&sa"entered in the elcctofal rolls. The words electoral rolls 
imentioned in this sub-section refe«ed to the electoral rolls for which 
‘Shri Narain Dass Mehta was thejRetumingjOfflcerj it did not refer 
to any other roll of any other Constituency. As Shri Narayan Daa 
Mehta was Returning Officer only for Dausa House of People Consti¬ 
tuency he was in possession of only electoral rolls for the Dausa House 
of the Peoples Constituency and as such he should have referred to 
the electoral roll of the said constituency. 

<(d) That by mentioning the serial number and the part of the Electoral Roll 
the entry against column No. 2 was in full compliance with the pro¬ 
vision^ of law. 

(e) That if the returning officer had lookpdinto part No. 38 of the Dausa 
House of the People Constituency'Electoral roll he could without any 
difRcuUy find out the name and serial'’number 9 in tha't electoral 
roll of the proposer. . ' ' ' 

■(fp That on presentation of the nomination paper it was incumbent on the 
^ Returning Officer to have satisfied himself with regard to tlte names 
and electoral roll numbers of the candidate and his proposer‘as enter¬ 
ed in the Nomination paper, and he was to be satisfied that the said 
roll numbers were the same as those entered in the electoral rolls. 
The Returning Officer had satisfied himself as aforesaid on presenta¬ 
tion of the nomination paper otherwise he would have permitted the 
correction if there was any error in the nomination paper when the 
Returning Officer had alrCddy satisfied himself as required under sec¬ 
tion 33(4) and therefore the question of his further satisfaction could 
not arise while Scrutinising the nominatiorl'paper. 

<g) That the nomination paper of Shri Shri Narain was presented at 12.5 
noon on the 29th the fast date for the presentation of nomination 
papers, j-If the ■ ReturniBg Officer had not »been satisfied with the 
entries in the non^nation paper as required under section 33(4) of 
the said Act either that should have allowed the correction or he 
.should have pointed jt out that he was not satisfied with the entries 
so that Shri Srinarayan could file another nomination paper under 
section 33 sub clause 6 of the said Act. 

*(h) That there was neither any dispute with regard to the identity of the 
candidate nor that of the proposer and as such the nomination paper 
could not be rejected. 

Ki) ThaUthe,provisions of.section’83 andssection 34 i^s fully complied with 
and tpere being no non-corapllance of s^tion '33, or of section 34. the 
Returtiirre Officer had tio jurisdiction to reject the nomination-paper 
of Shri Shrinarain. 

^j) That even under f^ytion 36 su'p clause 2 a nomination paper cannot be 
rfejfecte<j on the grhund of any dfeffjcf which is not of a substaritlal 
character even if non-mentionlhg of the Parliamentary Constituettcy 
against col. No. 2 of the nomination paper is at all to be regarded as a 
defect, the defect not being of substantial character the nomination - 
paper could not be rejected. 
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(k) That the Peturning Officer had no jurisdiction to reject Ae nomlnatiom 
paper on the grounds set forth in his order. 

A 

li. That your petitioner asserts that the election of respondent is materially 
affected by the Commission of aforesaid corrupt practices, and but for the afore- 
aald corrupt practices the respondent could not secure the majority of votes. 

13. That the petition is presented within time. 

14. That your petitioner has deposited as security the amount of rupees one 
thousand the receipt whereof is enclosed herewith. 

Prayer 


Your Tpetitioner hilmbly prays — 

(i) That the petition be accepted. 

(ii) That tho election of respondent be set aside, 

(iil) That it bo declared that the election of respondent is void; 

(iv) That any other relief that^la deemed necessary under the circums¬ 
tances' of the case be granted; 

(vy That costs be awarded. 


The 26th Apfrll 1957. 


Fateh Singh, 
Humble petitipner. 


I, Fateh Singh s/o Narain Singh, Rajput, resident of Jaipur, petitioner, verify 
that the contents of paras, 1, 2, 3, 10, 13, 14 are true within my personal knowledge- 
and pontents of par^ 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, are believed by me to Be "irue- m credible- 

inrbrmalion received by me para 9 of the petition is- true within my personal 
knowledge as well as believed b'y me lio be correct, in the credible information, 
received by me and para 11 is believed by me to be true on the basis of legal' 
advice. 

End; Receipt of money wnd schedules. 

Fateh Singh, 
Petitioner, Deponent. 


Schedule 1 

Throughout the Constituency on the dales of polling sweet* were (Hatributed by 
the agents of respiondent. 

* 

I. Fateh Singh s/o Narain Singh. Rajput, of*J'aip«r, petitioner, at Jaipur 
verify this the 26th day of April, 1955 that the contents of thi.s schedule No 1 tre- 
believed by me, on credible information received, to be correct 

Fateh Singh, 

Petitioner. 


The 26th April 1957. 


Schedule IT 

That in the mosques at Dausa, Bandjkui, Baswa, Slkandra, Bairath, Shah- 
pura, LaLsot meetings vitere held and large Humber of, MUElims attended the- 
meetings where after prayers Mullah? at each mosque _gave 'Fhtivas' as statedE 
in para 5 of the petition 

I, Fateh Singh, son Narain Singh, of Jaipur petitioner verity this the- 
26th day of April, 1967 thni the contents of this schedule No, IT are believed by 
me, on credible jnformatmn seea/ved,.- to be correct 

Fateh Singh, 

Petit ionein. 

The 26th April 1957. 
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Schedule III 


Name of the PollinR Stations to which 
the electors were taken 


Date on which 
the elections 
were carried 
in conveyances 


No. of conveyance 
in which the 
electors were taken. 
Nttmbcr arc given as 
far as possible 
could be ascer¬ 
tained 


Bandikui 

Kamawar , . , . , . - 

Ansoli to Kanawar Balaheda to Alipur 
' Baswa Polling Station . . . 

Dhandwar ...... ’■j 

Bhojwada, Gudla Dhigaria^ Billania-Beju- 
pada ...... 

Ilingota-Maukhera . . . ’ . 

Muni to Gudakatla .... 

Haripura to Panditpura 
and Harnathpura. 

Abaticri to Bhandara .... 


Dausa-—Sikarai 


Constituency 


'Sikandre Polling 
Station. 
Sikaraya 
Giigarh 


Lalsot 

Mandir Balaii polling station under Lalsot 
(Presiding Polling oflBcer-Taraprakash Joshi). 


-Tholai Dhula 


Jamwa Ramgarh 
• i-3-57 


One Truck 

One truck 
One jeep 

One jeep 
One lorry 
One jeep 

One jeep 
One jeep 


One truck No. 133 
RJD. 

Unnumbered truck. 
Truck & Jeep. 


B.M.R. 174s Jeep 
(Madho driver). 


2 Trucks, 


I, Fateh Singh, son of Narain Singh, resident of Jaipur Sanganeri Gate*. 
Petitioner, at Jaipur this 26th day of April, 1967, verify that the contents or" 
this schedule III are believed by me, on credible information received to be 
correct] 

Fateh Singh, 

The 20th April 1957, 

Petitioner- 


Schedule IV 


Expenses incurred by the respondent 
and not shown in the return , of expen¬ 
ses which amount to omission of ma¬ 
terial particulars and whi:h show that the 
respondent actually incurred expenses 
on these items and if he had shown 
these expenses in the return of ex¬ 
penses the expenses would have far 
exceeded the prescribed limit 


Date on which 
such expenses were 
incurred only such 
dates are mention¬ 
ed which could 
possibly be ascer¬ 
tained 


Place where such 
expencea were 
incurred only the 
details of such place* 
are mentioned which 
could possibly be 
ascertained 


The expenses incurred for bringing the About a month prior 
30 vehicles from Bombay, Kotah, to election and af- 
Kuchaman Malsisar, Jamnagar, Delhi, ter the Polling had 


Kuchaman Malsisar, Jamnagar, Delhi, 
ant^ from other -places and back to 
these places on Petrol, Mobil Oil, 
servicing etc. have not been shown, 
which amount to approximately Rs. 


ter the Polling had 
taken place. 
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3,000. The details of these vehicles is 
given below. 


No. of cars and other vehicles. 

BML 5863 Madhusudhan Mills Ltd. 

Bombay. 

RJC 1461 United Mercantile Co. 

(Private) Ltd. Kuchaman/ 

Somani Trust Mandal, 

Malsisar. 

4SS7 

PNE 1214 The Marwar Textile Agen¬ 
cies (Private) Ltd. Bom¬ 
bay. 

■J'.P. 54 

T.L. 87 

D.L.D. 2199 (Jeep) Shri Laxmi Agents 
(Private ) Ltd., Jamnagar. 

R. J.L. 65 (Jeep) Sri P.R. Gujjar jec. 

2919 

2941 

3618 (Jeep) 

3911 (Dodge) 

2690 (Dodge) Shri Niwas Cot¬ 
ton AitUs/(D.C.C. Jamnagar) 

S. S.V. 5215 (Jeep) Digvijay Cement Co., 

Ltd, (Saurashtra)/ D.C.C, 

Ltd., Jamnagar. 

DLD 192/197 (Plymouth) Do. 

Shri P.R. Gajjar iee, 

Ford V. 8 178 R.J. V/S.S.V.—Indian 
Colton Purchases (Private) Ltd. 

Jeep 23J Shri Ciopal Industries Kiitah/ 

P.R. Ciajjar. 

Jeep 5834 S.S.V. DigyijajiCcrocnt Ct^i- 
pany X-td. Sauradatra. , 

B.M.L. 5483 Shn Madhjisudan MUls . 

Ltd., Bombay. 

DLD 1442 Shri Bhimsmghji. 

DML 4670 "Vl'illy Van Shri Niwas Cotton 
Mills Ltd,, Bombay, 

Jeep 1489 M/s. Rajasthan Constructions 
(Private) Ltd. Bombay. 

RJC 239 Somani Trust Mandal Malai- 
sar. ) 

DLD 4115 P.R, Gajjar jec. 

KJS 157 ■ Tio. 

DLD 1442 Do. 

RJJl,. 178 Indiah Cotton 

f^rchasers Private Ltd., Bombay. 

913 

R.J.L. 6235 Shrigopal Industries Ltd., 

Kotah. 

RJS 239 Ch. Truck—Somani Trust 

Mandal Malsisar. 

2 Wages and T.A. of all drivers and cleaners 

of the vehicles who,worked for about one 
month during the elyciions. 

Apprx. Rs. 3,000., 

3 Conveyance & fooding expenses of Poftng During Polling da/s, Dkusa Clonstitucn 

agents throughout the constituency 
numbering 447 Approximately Rs. 

5,000. 
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4 The respondent had his election offices at 

Dausa, Lalsot, Bandikui, Bairath, Shah- 
pura, Sikrai, Dausi, Chaksu, Jamwaram- 
arh. Though the rent some offices have 
cen shown as appeared from voucher 
Nos. 374, 322, 324 and 327 filed with 
the Return of expenses but the rent of 
other officers, wages of servants and 
mess expenses of such servants arc not 
shown. 

5 hire of truck No. 133 R.J.D. which was 

utilised for the convenience of voters 
to Sikrai Polling station and other vehi¬ 
cles engaged in the election atid used for 
carrying elcctorals in addition to 34 or 35 
vehicles brought from different allied 
concerns of tlie respondent. Apprx. 
Rs. 8000/, 

6 Rs. 5000/- paid to Lalloram Kanungo 

candidate through Bansidhar Rambilas 
Commission agents, Ramganj Bazar, 
Jaipur, 

7 Petrol bills of M/s. Motilal Chhajulal, 

Bandikui umountmg to Rs, 1265/- on 
account of petrol supplies to venicles 
Nos. 4670, 63, 711, 4836, 5215, 157, 
1489, 5863, 133' I'or the period 3-2-57 
to 8-3-57 which were utilised by the res¬ 
pondent for election out of which only 
vouchers No. 61 for;d-i-3 No. 'i 88 for 
24/R/-, No. 313 for 24/8/- totalling ,Rs. 
55/1/3 have been shown in the return 
of expenditure and thus the remaining 
amgunt of Rs. rzio/- is not shown. 

8 Money, vehicles and other conveyance 

were given to the assembly congress and 
independent candidates throughout the 
constituency approx, Rs. 40,000/- but 
it has not been shown, 

9 Trunk telephone bills regarding telephone 

No. 186 Jaipuria Mansion, Bhagwan 
Dass Road, Jaipur, the election’s head 
office of the respondent about Rs. 500/-. 
10 Publicity expenses : 

(а) Rs. too/- paid' to M/s. Rajasthan 
Patrika (evening Hindi daily) of Jai¬ 
pur S.W.S. High May, Jaipur. 

(б) 300/- paid to Rashtra doot Hindi 
daily for propaganda purposes vide Ra- 
shtra doot jeceiptNo. 6340 dt. I9-2-57 
amount shown through M/s. Shri 
Niwas Cotton MUls, Ltd,, Jaipur 
Bill No. 1708 dt. 31-1-57. 

(c) Rs, 500/- paid to Rashtradoot Hindi 
Jady Jaipur vide receipt No. 6541 on 
19-2-57 amount shown through Dig- 
vijay Cement Co, Ltd., Jamnagar. 

(d) Rs. 4/- paid to Rashtradoot, Jaipur 
through .Shri Bhur Singh Purohit Sub- 
Officer M/s Shri Niwas cotton Mills 
Ltd, for one insertion published vide 
bill No. 1366 dt. 7 - 2 - 57 ' 

(«) Amount paid to Lokjiwan, Jawala, 
weekly. Lokvani and Navyug 
Hindi Dailies for propaganda purposes 
Apprx. Rs. 30,000/- 


Aftcr election. Sikrai Geejgarh etc. 


Dausa, Bandikui, Lai' 
sot, Jamwaramgarh 
Chaksu Dassi, Bai 
rath, Sikrai etc. 


In the 3rd week of 
Feb. 1957. Sikrai 


On or about Bandikui 

8-3-57. 


Prior to and during 
polling. 


During Election P. & T. Deptt., Jaipur- 
period. 


3rd week of Ftfbru- Jaipur, 
ary. 

Rashtradoot, 

19-2-37 Jaipur. 


19-2-57 Rashtradoot, 


bo. 


During elections Jaipm’. 
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11 Money spent over the arrang 'meni of Tfuring election Dansa Constituency, 

public tpeetiegs for propaganda purposes 
throughout the constituency apprx. 

Rs. 2000/- As per details given below :— 


Bass! 


. 21-2-57 

Cbaksu . 


- 7 - 2-57 & ii- 2 - 57 i 27-2-57 

Dausa . 


• V 5 - 2 - 57 , 1 - 3-57 

Bandikui 


■ 4 - 3-57 

Sikrai 


. 29-2-57 

Sikraya . 


- 29-2-57 

Gijgarh 


. 28-2-57 

Jamwaramgarh 


. 27-2-57 

Shahpura 


• 2 - 3 - 57 - 


’i2 Artiount paid to A.I.C.C. to obtain Con- A.I.C.C,, New Delhi, 
gress Ticket tor Dausa Rarliunicntary 
Constituency, Apprx. Rs. t,oo,ooo/-. 

13 Rent of Guest House and Dak Bungalows 

occupied by the respondent during 
elections. 

Dausa on 3 & 5 - 3-57 * 

Bandikui on 6 & 7 - 3-57 

14 Voucher No. 165- 35/11/9 show while 

there are two vouchers of 165 for 45/11/9, 
difference Rs. to/-. 

15 Voucher No, 42 is for Rs. 4/13/3 instead ' 

of Rs. 4/13/6, difference for -/-/3. 


The return of expenses if false In this respect as well that the accounts are 
not properly maintained and the vouchers are mutilated and are forged. Details 
■will be furnished during the coursei of trial oi the petition. 

I, Fateh singh, s/o Narain singh, Rajput, of Jaipur, petitioner, do hereby 
verify that the contents of thig schedule No. 4 are belived by me, on credible 
information received to be correct. 


-The 20th. April 1967. 


Fateh Singh, 

Petitioner. 


Schedule V 

i 

Throughout the constituency the false statement was published and was an¬ 
nounced by loud speakers particularly between 27th February, 1957 and 9th 
March. 1957. 


I, Fateh Singh, son of Narain Singh Rajput, of Jaipur, petitioner, do hereby 
verify at Jaipur this the 26th day of April, 1957 that-the contents of this sche,- 
<iule V are believed by me, on credible information received, to be correct. 


The 26th April 1957. 


Fateh Singh, 

Petitioner. 



DIN DAYAL, Under Secy. 


printed in INDIA BY THE GENERAI, -MANAaER, GOVT, OF INDIA PRESS, 
WBW-DELHI AND PUBLISHED BY THE MANAGER OF PUBI.ICATI0N3. DELHI, 1937 






